Introduction: Legislation to introduce plain packaging of tobacco products, advocated as an important tobacco control policy in the Framework Convention on Tobacco Control, has been vigorously attacked by the tobacco industry on the grounds that it results in no measurable impact on smoking rates. This claim is based on two industry-funded working papers that examined trends in smoking prevalence in Australia. Objective: To assess the effect of plain packaging on smoking prevalence in Australia, taking into account key tobacco control measures introduced over the period 2001-2013, which could potentially act as confounders, with the aim of investigating the findings of the industry-funded papers. Methods: Monthly smoking prevalence and sample sizes from repeat cross-sectional surveys were reconstructed from the working paper by reverse engineering of the industry presented data and analysed as a time series using logistic regression. Indicator variables reflecting comprehensive smokefree policy, graphic health warnings, 25% taxation increase, and introduction of plain packaging were constructed from official information. Results: Smoking prevalence in Australia declined from 25% to 18% over the 13 year period examined -an overall 28% relative reduction or an average annual reduction of 2.8% (95% confidence interval 2.6% -2.9%). A significantly improved fit was obtained by the full model which included terms for tax increase (4.8%, 2.7% -6.8% reduction), comprehensive smoke-free policy (4.5%, 1.7% -7.2% reduction) and plain packaging (3.7%, 1.1% -6.2% reduction) in addition to an adjusted average annual reduction of 1.7% (1.3% -2.2%). Conclusions: A significant decline in smoking prevalence in Australia followed the introduction of plain packaging, after adjusting for the impact of other tobacco control measures. This conclusion is in marked contrast to that of the industry-funded analysis.
INTRODUCTION

Guidelines on
saying that "the experts found no evidence that 'standardised packaging' had had an effect on smoking prevalence among Australians," adding that they "confirmed that if there had been an effect in reality … it would have been reflected in the data." [11] These two studies are presented by one of their authors as the only papers on plain packaging "based on real-world data." [12] The authors also claimed that their methodology is the most apt at finding an effect associated with plain Nevertheless, no such evidence has been discovered. More conservative statistical inference methods would only reinforce this conclusion."
[8] The two papers, which use nearly identical approaches, have been criticized for their methodological flaws. [13] [14] [15] [16] Most critiques related to the first study (on minors), except Laverty et al. [16] who looked at the second study (on adults).
None was based on a re-analysis of the data used by the authors. In this article, we complement these critiques by re-analysing the data set used in the paper on smoking prevalence in (Table 1) .
Graphic health warnings
Graphic health warnings on cigarette packs were gradually introduced in Australia starting in 
RESULTS & DISCUSSION
The model which provides the best fit to the data comprises the time variable and three indi- reduce smoking rates" [26] Experts who commented on the measure before its implementation predicted that it would take more than two years to achieve its full impact. [27] Coming from a household survey, the Roy Using the same data set as Kaul and Wolf, we have shown in this paper that with the more realistic assumption that tobacco control measures can be potentially effective -as was shown by
Wakefield et al. [18, 19] -we arrive at the conclusion that three key tobacco control measures that were introduced during the 13-year period under study, namely comprehensive smoke-free policies, the large tax increase of April 2010 and plain packaging, were all associated with a clear and statistically significant reduction in smoking prevalence. This suggests consequently that all these measures were effective. In particular, the reduction in smoking prevalence that followed the introduction of plain packaging appears to have been even greater than expected.
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